INTRODUCTION
equal to other men. As long as the law treats my neighbour
Ifaji me alike we are free. We shall submit to any amount of
interference with our private liberty by the police or officials
as long as everybody comes under the same conditions. We
do not mind as long as everybody is treated in the same way.
As Caudel says, the French idea of freedom is "to place a
perfectly free, happy and satisfied individual in a powerful,
omnipotent State with unlimited authority."1 Rarely, if ever,
is the inherent contradiction realized between the unlimited
power of the State and the unlimited freedom of the individual.
French political theorists have a great belief in law, in what
they call " order " ; a deep-rooted conviction that the freedom
and independence of the State guarantees automatically the
freedom and independence of the individual.
To explain this lack of any sense of liberty we must go a
century further back than the Revolution, to the revocation
of the Edict of Nantes. For freedom to be adequately grasped
as a philosophical or political principle there must be some
recognition of freedom in society as a whole; some idea, how-
ever limited, of toleration as a social principle. The revocation
of the Edict of Nantes was the deliberate assertion that in
religion men must all think alike, that no dissent or criticism
could be allowed. It was the most striking—but by no means
the only—proclamation of the principle of authority as against
' that of individual liberty.
Its consequences were many. It gave Catholicism a monopoly
of religion, and drove all critics of Catholicism, however re-
ligiously minded, into the anti-religious camp. By eliminating
dissent in all its forms it made it difficult—almost impossible
—for Frenchmen to realize that unity in fundamentals is
compatible with diversity of interpretation in incidentals, and
forced minor divergencies either into cowed submission or into
direct revolt. By limiting religious life to one highly organized
official body it destroyed the possibility of the formation of
free, spontaneous religious sects or groups and helped to fasten
the fetters of centralization and uniformity.
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1 Nos Liherth politiques, p. 5 (a penetrating analysis of French conceptions
of freedom).
xxvn

